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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on September 
15, 2008. Claims 1, 8 and 43 have been amended. Claim 9 is cancelled. New claim 47 
has been added. Claims 1-8 and 43-47 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 9/1 5/08 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 8 recites "computer-readable 
instructions" which is consistent with a language that is implemented with only software. 
A computer instruction is a functional descriptive material which is non-statutory. The 
computer instructions are not tangibly embodied in a physical medium. 

3. Claims 3 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 3 and 44 recite "down stream 
component comprises a software component" however, the specification discloses on 
paragraph 20 "a downstream component" as "a driver software (or the software 
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representation associated witli liardware interface) tliat is utilized to interface with 
hardware." Since the "downstream component" could be a software representation, the 
whole claim is consistent with a language that is implemented with only software. 
Therefore, the claims do not fall within one of the four category classes set forth in 35 
U.S.C. 1 01 . Because the full scope of the claim as properly read in light of the 
disclosure encompasses non-statutory subject matter, the claims as a whole are non- 
statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-8 and 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "Hardware Platform for Next-Generation Secure Computing Base" December 2001 
(hereinafter NGSCB) in view of in view of Risan et al. (hereinafter Risan) US 
2005/0060542. 

6. As per claims 1 , 8 and 43: 

NGSCB teaches a method comprising: establishing a secure communication 
channel between an application and a component downstream from the application; 
(pages 6-7, Security Support Component; pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware; 
encrypted path must be established to prevent other devices from snooping 
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secrets... encrypts the video data before sending it to tlie grapliics adaptor, which can 
then decrypt the video data before displaying it in a secure window) and 

using the secure communication channel to at least enable the application to 
instruct the downstream component to enable to protect content that is provided over a 
physically connector to an output device, (pages 6-7, Security Support Component; 
pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware; the graphics adaptor decrypt the video data before 
displaying it in a secure window) 

NGSCB does not explicitly disclose a media playback application and instructing 
the downstream component to enable one or more of a number of different types of 
content protection technologies to protect media content. Risan in analogous art, 
however, discloses that a media playback application and instructing the downstream 
component to enable one or more of a number of different types of content protection 
technologies to protect media content, (page 7, pp.72, page 8, pp.77, 80-81, page 9, 
pp.84-85) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by NGSCB with Risan in 
order to prevent recording applications that are adapted to establish a connection with a 
kernel level driver operable within an operating system to capture and redirect a media 
file to create an unauthorized reproduction of the media file, (page 1, pp. 10; Risan) 
As per claims 2 and 45-46: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Risan further teaches using the secure communication 
channel to enable the media playback application to instruct the downstream 
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component as to how to apply one or more of the different types of content protection 
technologies, (page 7, pp.72, page 8, pp.77, 80-81, page 9, pp.84-85) 
As per claims 3 and 44: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, NGSCB further teaches wherein the downstream 
component comprises a software component, (page 6, Security Support Component; 
pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) 
As per claim 4: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, NGSCB further teaches using the secure communication 
channel to enable the media playback application to request status information from the 
downstream component, (pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) 
As per claims 5 and 7: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, NGSCB further teaches using the secure communication 
channel to enable the media playback application to request status information from the 
downstream component; (pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) and using the secure 
communication channel to receive status information from the downstream component, 
(pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) 
As per claim 6: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, NGSCB further teaches using the secure communication 
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channel to enable the media playback application to request status information from the 
downstream component; and using the secure communication channel to receive status 
information from the downstream component, wherein the status information sent by the 
media playback application, (pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) Risan teaches the 
status Information pertains to instructions that were previously sent by the media 
playback application, (page 9, pp.84-85; page 24, pp. 211) 
As per claim 47: 

The combination of NGSCB and Risan teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, NGSCB further wherein the output device is either a video 
display or audio speakers, (pages 8-9, Secure Video Hardware) 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHEWAYE GELAGAY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4219. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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